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FOR THE MAR 3 11972

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CXLAHONA

!

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
. No. 72-CR-45

GARY DON QYLER

- On this 28th day of March , 1972 , came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared in person, and* with counsel, John Sharp, Retained.

IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of* guillty, and the Court being
satlsfied there 1s a factual basis for the plea,

has been convieted of the offensc of having violated T. 50, fpp., U,S,C., 456(3) and
462, in_that on or about June 21, 1371, in the Western District of Okiahoma, Deft,
unlawfully failed to perform a duty reoulred of him under and in the execution of
the Mlilitary Selective Service Act. of 1907 and Deft, did fail and neglect to
comply with an order of his loczl board to report te the University of Oklahoma
Medical Center, Cklahoma Clty, Oklehoma, to report for emplcoyment and to remain ir
such employment for Two (2 §ears or untll changed by proper authority

as charged® in the Indictment
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be proncunced, and no sufiicient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the court,

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

It Is AbyUDGED* that the impositlon of sentence is hereby suspended and that
the Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Two (2) Years from this date.

t is further adjudged that the Defendant 1s to report to the Unlversity
of Oklzhoma Medical Center in Okiahoma City, Cklahoma, for work veginning April

3, 1972, at or before Noon of that day, and to work for Two (2) Years from that
date,

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that during the period of probation the defendant shall conduct himself
as a law-abiding, industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as the Court may pre-
scrive. Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court’s orders.

IT Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified copies of this judgment and order to
the probation officer of this court, one of which shull be delivered to the defendant by the probation

Approved as to form:

{fg ~— United States District Judge.

— n %) 7 2
Ben ¥, Baker, Asst. U,3, Atty. y
Clerr.
]\. Irsers Ty i'n:me-‘ ol counsel], counzel or “without counsel: the ecurt advised the defendant of his right 1o counsel and nked him
\\'hclucvr”nc tveaited Lo have counsel apbointed Ly the colivt, and the defendant thereupon stated that he waived the right to the assistance of
colin-el,

. 2 Irwr.-i'l ry f‘,".ii]t;v, aned the eoust hoing satisfiod there in oa fretund Lusis fer the piea,” (%) “‘not guilty, and verdict of guiity,” 5) *“not
puilty, wnd il of il or (4) “nolu centeadere,” us the cusc wmay be. '

3 lnsert “in countis} number O vequired.
. L : Doimips e But exeeution suipeaded, and  probation ordered, enter here (1) senfonce or seutences, specilvingg counts it any,
{21 whe EYRLIS! Tt run concurrentiy or coansceeutively, and i) conteentivelr, when each term Is to boessin with relevenee 1o o

Sny o eutstunding or unserved sentenee, {3} wiether defewdant i ot e furthor fmprisoned uotil pryaaent of 5oe
oy otheowise discharged provided Ly law, (4} the faets vosandingg the suspension of the seniciace or Achitenees and
probintion,

(3) the perjwg of
If sent and  the
It

defend iosuchended aond probatien ovdered, enler here the [oilowine: “The imposition of sentence is  horeiy  saspended
efenduant ¥

s aited on poclation for a period of yoeuls Dromy this date,

FPRL MI—5.2 5. 70-60M- 4644
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JOEN H. POE, Clerk
U. S. DiSTRICT COURT

Undted States of America Criminal ¥No. TR

VS.

L N L N W L

Willier Kursh

ORDER FCR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Assistant
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the/United States

Attorney for the Worthern District of Olillahoma

hereby dismisses the indictment ageinst
{indictment, informetion, compleint)

William Xursh defendant.

[P (7

b o )
£35%. United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal,

-

- . e

United States District Judae
dan¥e ]

Date:
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEXL b e £)
NORTHERN DISTRICT O OKLANOMA :

UNITED STATES QF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS. NO., 71-CrR-169

EDDY DELL BURNETT,

Defendant. )
ORDER MODIFYING JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE

The Court has for consideration a letter from the defendant,
Eddy Dell Burnett, which the Court is treating as a reguest for re-
duction or modification of sentence pursuant to Rule 35 of the Fed-
eral Rules of Criminal Procedure. |

After study and reflection and upon review of a report from the
Federal Reformitory at El Reno, Oklahoma, the Court finds that the
motion for reduction or modification of sentence.should be sustained.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the judgment and sentence entered
herein on November 23, 1971, be and it is hereby modified to read as
follows:

iIT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is hereby
committed to the custody of the Attorney Gen-
eral or his authorized representative for im-
prisonment for treatment and supervision under
the Youth Correct Act for one hundred and twenty
four (124} days.

It is the inﬁent-of this Order that the defendant, Eddy Dell
Burnett, be released from jail-type or institutional custody effective
the 26th day of March, 1972,

Dated this 22nd day of March, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Plaintiff, ) v

) 4
VS. ) 0. T70-CRrR-127
et I g - ¥

FRANCES COLEEN DOWDA, ; A S

Defendant. ) WA A tﬁg %WNN/

ORDER CORRECTING ILLEGAL SENTENCE . -t' ! < ©0f [ler

[ ey e
L. Ny IR D TN e

......

The Court finds that pursuant to Rule 35, Federal.ﬁaléé Bf‘dffﬁ&%al
Procedure, it may at any time correct an illegal sentence.

The Court further finds that the sentence entered herein on the
22nd day of June, 1971, was illegal; i.e., upon revocation of defend~‘
ant's probation, a definite sentence, previously imposed as modified,
was increased. Such increase in sentence is excessive and must be cor—
rected so as not to exceed the definite period of imprisonment imposed
on the 19th day of Maxrch, 1971.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the illegal sentence imposed on
June 22, 1971, is corrected to read as follows:

IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is hereby committed
to the custody of the Attorney General or his author-
ized representative for imprisonment for a period of
thirty-four (34) months and twenty-four (24) days.

-y 35U
Dated this %(»’l day of March, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

T e,

/ ! AN o N
. S .

ol e L

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED
IN OPEN COURT

MAR 2 1 1972

UNITED STATES OF AMERIGA, ;
)
3 JOHN H. POE, Clerk
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff,
-V—

U. S, DISTRICT COURT
ROBERT THOMAS HENRY,

Defendant. Ne. T7i-CR-5

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Now, on this CQ J day of March, 1972, upon motion of
plaintiff, United States of America, it is hereby ordered that the

indictment in this cause is dismissed.

(;;3422“5. <i%§§e;fﬁ;;zé;ucbcnﬁ}a‘ﬂgf‘

United States District Judge
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JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 2-68) Cr. Form No. 25

o AP AU e r S D o 4
United Digioz Ciaicirt Court
FOR THE

United States of America F I L E D
v No. 72-CR-8 MAR 2 1 1977

MICHAEL SIDNEY LINEKER U HL Ry, Clerk
U. 8. DistricT coygy

On this 21st day of March , 19 72 came the attorney for the
government and the defendant appeared in person and! itp counsel, Ed Goodwin

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of? Not Guilty, and a finding of Guilty

has been convicted of the offense of having violated T. 18, U.8.C., 751, in that on or
about November 10, 1971, at Tulsa, Oklahoma, in the Northern District of Oklahoma,
Michael Sidney Lineker attempted to escape rrom the Tulsa Counly Jail, where he had
been confined by the United States Marshal for the Korthern Judicial District of
Oklahoma, or his duly authorized representative acting under the direction of the
Attorney General of the United States; saild Michael Sidney Lineker being held in
in custody in said jail by virtue of a warrant issued by Youth Correction Division
of the United States Board of Parole, charging said Michael Sidney Lineker with
violation of parole from the Western District of Washington.

/and his attorney as chargeds in the Information
and the court having asked the defendant/whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be proncunced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of*

Count One - Eighteen (18) Months

IT Is ADJUDGED that® this sentence shall run concurrently with any other
sentence, if any, to be served by the defendant, on his present parocle vioclation
warrant.

IT Is OrRDERED that the Clerk deliver z certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the
United States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the

. defendant. i
APFROVED /£ T0 =CRM ,

yore + A .,ﬁ\:.-::—‘_i:lwugﬁ\_‘;’*:,)_'f____‘_:'_L:_.-:..'_;'_'__‘__."‘_."_'"':_"'“_‘_'w-:"_’:__,
ben r, Baxer, As55t. U. §. Attorney United States District Judge.

The Court recommends commitment to®

Mneert “Ly [name of counsel], counsel” or without counsel; the eourt advised the defendunt of his rights

to conrzel and waxed him whether he desived to have counsol appointed by the court, and ‘T,Im delendunt the

Beowidved the right 10 the assistunce of counsel” ipsert (1) “cuilty and e couet heingn

Tactaud Dasls for the plea,” (2) “nob suilty, and o verdict of guilty,”  (3) “nod gulity, snd oo

{4y Ynole cuntenders,” as the ease mny hee STnpsert “in vonni s} nunmber

) osientence weogeatenees, spocifying eounts 37 any: €2) wheiher sentences are 1o run emmelereni

aurd, il eonsecutively, when cach terin is Lo begin with veference to termination fJf Prectiin g

vihier  oulstanding  unserved  sentence; () whether defendant is to be furiner imprisoned kit

v fine or fine oand eoste, or until he is otherwise discharped as provided ‘1}_\,"l]:1\\'_. SEnter any order will o
swapenzion and probatiun, SFor use of Court to vecommend a porticulur institation.

[ LEEP R PV R N
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JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 2-68)

Cr. Form No. 25

United Stutes Bigivict Cowt

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America e

v v ittark
_"\_,'] K3 . I‘Jl-r RN
LS DBISTRICT COURT
V. No. 72—CR-{-1118‘ Dot L U
RICHARD LOYED HINES
On this 21st day of March » 19 72 came the attorney for the

government and the defendant appeared in person and' with counsel, Allen E. Barrow, Jr.

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of* guilty, and the Court being satis-
fied there is a factual basis for the plea,

has been convieted of the offense of having violated T. 18, U,S.C., 922 (k), in that,

on or about November 5, 1971, he did, willfully and knowingly, transport in
interstate commerce from the State of Oklahoma, in the Northern District of
Oklahoma, to the State of Kansas, two firearms, that 1s, & Remington Model
1100 20-guage semi-automatic shotgun, and a Springfield Model 67H 12-
guage pump action shotgun, which had their serial numbers removed, obliterat
and altered, as charged in the Indictment.

‘& his atty. KHL LR LR
and the court having asked the defendan whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as: charged and convieted.

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of*

Twelve (12) months

‘ and on the condition that
the defendant be confined in a jail type or treatment institution for a per-~

iod of Six (6) months, the execution of the remainder of the sentence is
hereby suspended and the defendant placed on probation for 2 period of Six
) months; probation pursuant to the Federal Youth Correction Act, Title

6
éﬁm&zﬁxﬁmﬁx@&ﬁmﬁﬁx 18, U.S.C.A. 5010(a).

IT Is ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the
United States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the
defendant.

Appr d as to

e 2 e oy L . _
4 ( § Z ____________ e Y T I el
’ United States District Judge.

Tz GOk H o0 st s S e LM I T IO 3 08,

Ben F. Baker, Asst. U.S. Attorney Clerk.

Insert “by [name of counsel], counsel’” or without counsel; the court advised the defendant of his riphts

to counscl and asked him whether he desired to have counsel appointed by the court, and the defondant thereupon

stated that he waived the right to the assistance of counsel” 2Insert (1) “puilty and the court being satistied
there is a factual hasis for the plea,” (2} “neot guilty, and a verdict of puilly,” (3} “net puilty, and a finding of
guilty,” or (4) “nolo contendere,” as the case may be. 3nsert “in count(s) number " f required

iEnter (1) sentenee or sentences, specifying counts if any; (2) whether sentences zre to run coneurrently ov con-
seeutively and, if consceutively, when each term is 1o begin with reference to termination of preceding term or to
any other outstanding unserved sentence; (3} whether defendant is to be further imprisoned until payment of
the fine or fine and costs, or until he is otherwise discharped as provided by law. SEnter any order with respect to
suspension and probation. $For use of Court to recommend a particular institution,

FPI S0 - -10.24 G0 -HoM-412 7



JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF PROFTON (Revised Dec., '64) - Cr. Form No. 101

Tnited Dtates Bistrict Couet
CORTIE !

C— ;

ey -+ [
NOLTHERNW DISTRICY OF OKLAHOMA Mg Y
- ‘ - .{L’J/(’
iy .
. f’f R ll ‘,; { i, U
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA S =~ {ffxl‘ ","[r',;;_r;-r i

bl LUUHI

V. No.

Te~CR-48
WYNEMA ROBERTS

. On this 21st day of March , 1972 | came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared in person, and' With counsel, Allen Barrow, Jr,

IT I8 ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of* guilty, and the Court being satis-
fied there is a factual basis for the pilea,

has been convicted of the offense of having violated T. 18, U.S.C., 495, in that on or
about May 21, 1971, at Tulsa, Cklahoma, she, for the purpose of obtaining and
receiving from the U.S., $64.00, did felsely make and Tforge the endorsement
on the back of a paper writing in the form of a check drawn upon the Oklahoma
Employment Security Commission, as charged in the Information,

XXXt
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the court,

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

It Is Apsupgep* that the imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the

defendant is placed on probation for a period of Two (2) years from this date,
pursuant to the Federal Youth Correction Act, T. 18, U.S.C.A. 5010{a).

IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that one of the special conditions of probation is that ti
defendant make restitution in the amount of $64.00 within a period of Six (6)
months,

IT Is FURTHER ORDERED that during the period of probation the defendant shall conduct himself
as a law-abiding, industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as the Court may pre-
scribe. Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court’s orders.

IT Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified copies of this judgment and order to
the probation officer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the defendant by the probation

officer.
Approved as to form: ‘~—C - w;"" —
e ST R S ed T e e P
) \ ' / United States District Judge
Qb WSSy
Hubert H. Bryant, Ass?',. U.S. Atty. B Clerk.

. T Tnsert "b:f Tname of counsel]l, counsel™ or “without counsel; the court advised the defendant of his right te counse! and askhed him
“nf:Lhelr he deaived to huve counsel appuinted by the court, and the defendant thercupon stated that he waived the pight to the assistance of
cuunsel.”

A T Insert {1) _".'uili v. and the eourt being satisfied there is s fnetunl basis for the plea," {2) “not guilty, and verdict of guilty,” (3} "not
euilty, and a finding of wullty,” or (i) “nole coantendere,” i the euse may be.

4 Insert "in count(s) number O reguired,

A I sentenco s impo wd it exceotion suspended, and prabation ordevad, enter here (1) =entence or sentenees, spo ur oceunis i any,
(2) wl’.t-T}_wr hTehers are to ren concurvently  or ennseentively, amd Ji cofsecutively, when each term is to berrin with e 1o termanation
r_»f preceding wern, or Lo wny cutdtanding or unserved sentence, (1) whether defondunt is to be further imprisaned  unt arment of e or
fines sawl costs, o antil be i. otherw e discharged provided by law, (4) the laels vegsedine Lhe suspension ol the sentence or sentences nnd

(5) the peried of probation.

! I sentence s sun;w‘nr.n:d anl probuation ordeved, enter here the following:  *The imposition of sentence is beveby  susperaded and  the
defendunt is placed on prubuation for a perivid of years from this Jdate”

FPl MI——5.25.70.50M.-4054
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JUDGMENT AND COMMITMEN, (Rev. 2-68) Cr. Form No, 25

Yuited Siates Dimivied Couri

FOR THE

United States of America MAR 15 1979

Plaintiff - DN U e
v, n No.  op_one6 JUHN H. PUE, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Jose ILuils Hidalgo Cubillo
Defendant

On this 15th day of March , 19 72 came the attorney for the
government and the defendant appeared in person and! with counsel, Ray Wilburn.

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of? Nnot gulilty, and a verdict of guilty

has been convicted of the offense of having violated T. 18, U.S.C. 2312, in that, on or

about December 12, 1971, in Creek County, Oklahoma, in the Northern District
of Oklahoma, he transported in interstate commerce from New York, New York,

to Creek County, Oklahoma, a stolen 1971 Mercury automobile, vehicle Ident-

ification No. 1F91H553899, he then knowing the same to have been stolen, as

charged in the Information, .

/and his attorney

and the court having asked the defendant Avhether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of*

Four (4) years.

aprict Court ) ogg

; RE SR MTs bi .~ o‘rcma)
naited i"’agﬁswict of Oxleh - orogolng
e ar - - mp i
HA R X RXEDCEN XIS Horth: oy cortify that S0 on £118
1 11'\'31‘9(‘3;}?9_ of the oTaLhes
. -}_—1—.11(3 b
=) Pa T .
- - C T ve
in tuis LOWRL Loy /
B

Daputy

It Is ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and coramitment to the
United States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the
defendant.

Approved as to form:

y R - mhmﬁg&m&&@c niie ates Lhsiric uage

Ben F. Baker, Asst., U.S. Attorney -~ ,
CZCT’?I

Insert “by [name of counsel], counsel” or without counsel; the court advised the deferdant of lis rights

¢o counscl and asked him whether he desired to have counsel appointed by the court, and the <defendant thercupon

stated that he waived the right to the assistance of counsel.” *Insert (1) “ruilty and the court being satisiied

there is a factual basis for the plea,” (2) “not guilly, and a verdiet of guilty,” (3) “not guilty, and a fGndine of

guilly,” or (4} ‘nola contendere,” as the case may be. 3Insert “in count(s) number f required

1lnter (1) scnience or sentences, specifying counts if any:; (2) whether sentences are to run concurrently or son-
seeulively and, if consccutively, when each term is to begin with reference Lo termination of preceding torm or to
any other outstanding unserved sentence; (3) whether defendant ¥ to be further imprisoned until pavrent of
the fine or fine and costs, or until he is otherwise discharged as provided by law. 5Enter any order with respect to
suspension and probation. “For use of Court to recommend a particular institution.

FPE Mi ——10-24.G3.50M- 4127
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JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 2-68) Cr. Form No. 25

Wuited States District Court

FOR THE

____________ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America / | ElLE D
v. No. 72-CR-29 MAR 131972

JOHN H. POE, Cierk
RODNEY VANCE HENDERSON U, S. DISTRICT COURT

On this 13th day of March, , 19 72 came the attorney for the
government and the defendant appeared in person and® by counsel, James Frasier.

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of? not gullty, and a verdict of guilty

has been convicted of the offense of having violated T. 18, USC, Sec. 922(k) » in that
on or about December 14, 1971, Rodney Vance Henderson did willfully and
knowingly transport in interstate commerce from the State of Colorado to the
State of Oklahoma, in the Northernm District of Oklahoma, a firearm, that is,
a Junior Colt .25 caliber semi-automatic pistol, with the numbers "282" stamped
on the barrel, which had its serial number removed, obliterated, and altered,
as charged in the Indictment,

L}

and his attorne yssxctuxped?
and the court having asked the defendant/w etheit heyhad anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

XARIRARKIDORE Shad thecdef kishexehixeorumi adchac iiexongiod 0k thec Adtennexxorerat o
B0 B K X B XN E X oK R PR DO X XX P MK ot

IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is sentenced to a period equal to
the time of confinement already served on this charge, beginning
December 14, 1971, to this date.

ARZXARKOCRX Kok

IT Is ORrDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the

United States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the
defendant.

APPROYED AS TO_FORM:

ST Sdee Yoty Fiakemare

Thextoi K X BoRRICH RS ORI Rt %ol

Asst. U. S. Attorney Clerk.

nsert “by [name of counsel], counsel” or without counsel: the court advised the defendant of his rights
to counsel and asked him whether he desired to have counsel appointed by the court, and the defendant thereupon
stated that he waived the right to the assistance of counsel.” 2Insert (1) “muilty and the court being satisfied
there is & factual basis for the plea,” (2) “not guilty, and a verdict of guilty,” (3} “not guilty, and a finding of
guilty,” or (4) “nolo contendere,” as the case may be. 3Insert “in count(s) number ” if required
1Enter (1} sentence or sentences, specifying counts if any; {2) whether sentences are to run concurrently or con-
sccutively and, if consecutively, when each term is to begin with reference to termination of preceding term or to
any other outstanding unserved sentence; (3) whether defendant is to be further imprisoned until payment of
the fine or fine and costs, or until he is otherwise discharped as provided by law. SEnter any order with respect to
suspension and probation. ¢For use of Court to recommend a particular institution.

FPL MI—1Q-24-89.-50M-4127




JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 2-68) Cr. Form No. 25a

Wnited States District Court

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America F | L E s
v. No.  72-CR=3% | MAR 13 197,
FRANK SALDANA U TR

U.S. bistrier COUR

On this 13th day of March , 1972 came the attorney for the
government and the defendant appeared in person and' by counsel, Jack Ferguson.

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of2 not gullty, and a vexdict of guilty

has been convicted of the offense of having violated T, 8, USC, Sec. 1324(a)(2), in that
on or about 3-3-31, at or near Miami, Oklahowma, in the Northern District of
Oklahoma, Frank Saldanz did willfully, knowingly and in viclation of law,
transport and move by wmeans of a pickup truck certain individuals from a
point near Eagle Pass or Fort Worth, Texas, to a point nezr Miami, Okla.,
knowing they were in the United States in viclation of law, and knowing or
having reasonable grounds to believe their last emntry into the United States
occurred less than three years prior thereto, as charged in Counts 1 through
14 of the Iandictment

and his attorney K ¥XENKHN¥IX
and the court having asked the defendant/whetherﬁleYhaﬂ anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

Ir Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of*

Count One -~ Five (5) Years

Count Two through Fourteem - Five (5) Years gach Count

18, U.5.C., 4208(a)(2) at suchi time as the Board of Parole may determine.

IT IS ADJUDGED that the sentence imposed in Counts 2 through 14 shall
run concurrently with the sentence imposed inm Count 1.

IT IS5 FURTHER ADJUDGED that the defemdant pay a2 fine unto the United
States in the amount of $1,400.00,

IT Is ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the
United States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the

PP%Ep As To FoRM:

——— _,Z_ z vas :Z’:i l—f“_"f{:t e _’Sg f’.’_'"_/it"'_";'_' o e
7 . I !
.l Ww WW United States District Judge.
_‘452 :{ ;Qu ;F_- At /_4_4!;;5—‘" _____________________________________________ +
Asst. U. S. Attorney Clerk.
A True Copy. Certified this .. ___________ day of
(Signed) ______ . By)

Clerk. Deputy Clerk.

FPI MI-—6-5-69-[125M-3658
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, ;
Vs, ; Criminal No. 72-CR-22
BOBBY DALE BURKHART, ; FiLED
Defendant. ; MAR 101372

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U. S, DISTRICT, COURT,

ORDER MODIFYING JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE

This Court has under consideration an Application to
Modify Sentence under Rule 35 of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure filed by the Defendant on the lst day of March, 1972,
which application has been filed within 120 days of the sentence,

Upon careful consideration of the motion and the file and
upon careful consideration of the response of the Assistant U. S.
District Attorney, this Court finds that no further benefit is
to be gained by the continued imprisonment of this Defendant and
that continued imprisonmeni: might well prove detrimental. The
Court, therefore, finds that the motion for modification of this
sentence should be sustained.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
sentence entered on the 29th day of February, 1972, be and is
hereby modified to read as follows:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

Defendant, Bobby Dale Burkhart, is hereby committed

to the custody of the Attorney General of the United

States or his authorized representative for imprison-

ment for a period of thirty (30) months plus forty-

three (43) days on the condition that the Defendant

be confined in a jail type or treatment institution

for a period of forty-three (43) days. The execu-

tion of the remainder of the sentence is hereby sus-

pended and the Defendant is placed on probatlon for
a period of thirty (30) months.




IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that a special
condition of probation is that the Defendant remain
employed.

It is the intention of this Order that the Defendant Bobby

Dale Burkhart be released from jail type or institutional cus-

tody effective the ﬁﬁﬁiﬁay of March, 1972.

DATED this /©.fZday of March, 1972.

(:;;;Zkﬁﬂ éigfidaf’2;;§§;,»1.4mzﬂ

United States District Judge
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JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF PR ATION {Revised Dec. ‘66) Cr. Form No. 101

Mnited Dtates Bistrict Court

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA

F1LED

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA MAR'T 1977

». No. 72-CR-U46  jOHN H. POE, Clerk

DANTEL BRAVO-GARCIA U. S. DISTRICT COURT

On this Tth day of March , 1972 , came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared in person, and’ by court appointed counsel, George Carrasquillo.

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of* guilty, and the Court be ing
satisfied there is a factual basis for the plea,

has been convicted of the offense of having viclated Title 18, U.S5.C. 911, in that

on or about January 23, 1972, near Miami, Oklahoma, on Will Rogers Turnpike
about four miles northeast of Miami, Oklahoma, he did falsely and wilfully
represent himself as a citizen of the United States -

as charged® in the Information;
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the court,

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

It Is ADJUDGED' that imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the
Defendant is placed on probation for a period of five years from this
date. A special condition of probation is that if the defendant reenters
the United States illegally, the probation will be revoked. '

The United States Marshal is directed to return the Defendant to
the Immigration authorities for return to Mexico.

IT Is FURTHER ORDERED that during the period of probation the defendant shall conduct himself
as a law-abiding, industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as the Court may pre-
scribe. Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court’s orders.

IT Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified copies of this judgment and order to
the probation officer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the defendant by the probation

officer.
Approved as to Form: _/J : m/
! —

Ben F. Baker, Asst. U. S. Atty.

! Insert *“by [name of counsel], counsel” or “without counscl; the court advised the defendant of his right to counsel and asked him
whethelr"he desired to have counsel appointed by the court, and the defendant thereupon simied that he waived the right to the assiatance of
counsel,

3 Insert {1} “guilty, and the court being satisfied there is a factunl basis for the plea,” {2) “not guilty, and verdict of guilty,” (3} *not
guilty, and a finding of guiity,” or (4) “nolo contendere,’” as the case may be, B - -

2 Insert “in count(s} number " if required. P .

¢ If pentence is imposed but exccution suspended, and probation ordered, enter here (1) sontence or sentences, mpecifying counts if any,
{2) whether sontences are to run concurrently or consccutively, and if consecutively, when cach term in te begin with reference to termination
of preceding term or to any outstanding or unserved scntence, (3) whether defendant is to ba further imprisoned until payment of fine or
fines and costs, or unti] he is otherwise diacharged provided by law, (4) the facts regarding the suspension of the sentence or scntences and
(6} the period of probation.

If sentence is suspended and probation ordered, enter here the following: "The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended d  the
defendant is placed on probation for a period of years from this date.” v pe . "

FPI Bi-——5.286.-7D0-BON-4884



FILED
b

'S DISTRICT COURT FOR THE . -
IN THE UNITED STATE MAR”J“]ng

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JOHN H. PUL, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Plaintiff, ;
ve. ) NO. 72~CR-8 V
MICHAEL SIDNEY LINEKER, ;

Defendant. )

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND JOURNAL ENTRY OF
JUDGMENT

NOW, on this lst day of March, 1972, the above styled and numbered
cause came on pursuant to regular setting for trial before the Court
without a jury, defendant being personally present and represented by
counsel, Mr. E. L. Goodwin, and plaintiff being present by Mr. Ben F.
Baker, Assistant United States Attorney. Both sides having announced
ready for trial, and having made their respective opening statements,
the plaintiff puts on its evidence and rests, Defendant moves the Court
for a judgment of acguittal, which motion is denied. Defendant rests.

The Court, having examined the pleadings on file herein, and
having heard the testimony of witnesses sworn and examined in open
Court, and having heard the argument of counsel, finds as follows:

1. That the plaintiff has proved the allegations of the informa-
tion herein beyond a reasonable doubt, and that defendant is, therefore,
found guilty as charged.

2. That on or about November 4, 1971, defendant was arrested at
the Tulsa County Jail, in the Northern District of Oklahoma, by a
Deputy United States Marshal bv virtue of a warrant issued by the
United States Board of Parole, a duly authorized representative of the
Attorney General:; and was, thereafter, confined as a Federal prisoner
at the Tulsa County Jail at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

3. That following said arrest and confinement, the defendant did,
on November 10, 1971, attempt to escape from the Tulsa County Jail by
claiming to be one Larry Alan $tockholm, a prisoner who was to be re-
leased.

4. Said attempt to escape by said misrepresentation consisted of
and was complete upon representing to jailors that he was Stockholm,
and leaving the cell with knowledge that the person he was impersonating
was being released and representing to jailors that he was Stockholm,
and further continuing in such attempted escape by signing two property
receipts and a fingerprint card with Stockholm's.name; and, thereafter,
by physically departing‘from the locked area of the jail. -

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED BY THE COURT that

e —— imeme e e N e e e e e e Js—



the defendant, Michael Sidney Lineker, is found guilty by the Court
of violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 751, as charged
in the information herein, and that sentence date is passed to March 21,

1972, at 10:00 o'clock a.m., with defendant's appearance bond continued.

in the amount of $5,000.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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) IN THe UNITED STATES DISTRICT COunl FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

PLAINTIFF,
vs. No. 72-CR-12
o F 1L
ANDERSON GORDON BARTLETT, IN OPEN CE)UET
DEFENDANT . MAR 2 - 1970
o JOHN H. POE, Clerk
ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT

IN THIS 72-CR-12, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA V. ANDERSON GORDON
BARTLETT, THE COURT FINDS FROM THE EVIDENCE HEREIN PRESENTED, AND
UPON JUDICIAL NOTICE OF THE LAWS APPLICABLE HEREIN, AS FOLLOWS:

IN 69-C-140, HARrIS, UpHAM & CoMpaNY, INC., vs. A, G. BARTLETT,
AN ACTION TO RECOVER DAMAGES FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT, PLAINTIFF
RECEIVED JUDGMENT BY JURY ON OCTOBER 27, 1969, IN THE TOTAL SuM OF
$23,795.50, ON APPEAL, THE JUDGMENT WAS AFFIRMED, 435 F.2p 855
(10TH CIr, 1971). ‘

RuLe 69, F.R.C.P., PROVIDES IN PERTINENT PART:

"

. + + +IN AID OF THE JUDGMENT OR EXECUTION, THE JUDGMENT
CREDITOR OR HIS SUCCESSOR. .IN INTEREST . . ., MAY OBTAIN
DISCOVERY FROM ANY PERSON, INCLUDING THE JUDGMENT DEBTOR,
IN THE MANNER PROVIDED.IN THESE RULES OR IN THE MANNER
PROVIDED BY THE PRACJICE OF THE STATE IN WHICH THE DIS-
TRICT COURT IS HELD.

28 U.S.C. Sec, 636(a)(2) PROVIDES THAT EACH UNITED STATES
MAGISTRATE SERVING UNDER THIS CHAPTER SHALL HAVE WITHIN THE TERRITORIAL
JURISDICTION PRESCRIBED BY HIS APPOINTMENT “THE POWER TO ADMINISTER
OATHS AND AFFIRMATIONS, +...AND TAKE ACKNOWLEDGMENTS, AFFIDAVITS, AND
DEPOSITIONS) o+ + "

THE ASSET HEARINGS WERE CONDUCTED IN EFFORTS TO COLLECT THE
JUDGMENT IN 69-C-140 unNDER OKLAHOMA STATE LAW AS FOLLOWS:

12 0.S.A. Sec, 842 PROVIDES IN PART:

"AT ANY TIME AFTER JUDGMENT, ON APPLICATION OF THE JUDGMENT

CREDITOR, A JUDGE OF THE COURT IN WHICH THE JUDGMENT WAS

RENDERED, SHALL ORDER THE JUDGMENT DEBTOR TO APPEAR BEFORE

THE JUDGE, OR A REFEREE APPOINTED BY THE JUDGE, AT A TIME

AND PLACE SPECJFIED IN SUCH ORDER, TO ANSWER CONCERNING HIS

PROPERTY . «

12 0.S.A, Sec. 849 PROVIDES IN PART:

“Tue PARTY . . . MAY BE REQUIRED TO ATTEND BEFORE THE JUDGE,

OR BEFORE A -REFEREE APPOINTED BY THE JUDGE ., . . ALL EXAMINA-

TIONS AND ANSWERS BEFORE A JUDGE OR A REFERLE MUST BE
ON OATH., '

-1 -




THE TRIAL COURT'S ORDER, UPON PLAINTIFF'S APPLICATION, TO
APPEAR AND ANSWER CONCERNING ASSETS WAS DATED AND FILED .\PRIL 1D,
1971; aND, THE ORDER PASSING HEARING TO Mavy 19, 1971, To BE HELD
BEFORE THE UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF .
OKLAHOMA WAS DATED AND FILED Mav 3, 1971,

THEREFORE, AT THE ASSETS HEARINGS on May 19, 1971, anp -~
JUNE 16, 1971, WHEREIN THE GOVZRNMENT ALLEGES THE DEFENDANT COMMITTED
PERJURY, THE OATH TAKEN BY THE DEFENDANT WAS AUTHORIZED BY A LAW
OF THE UNITED STATES: AND, THZ OATH WAS TAKEN BEFORE A COMPETENT
TRIBUNAL, OFFICER, AND PERSON TO ADMINISTER SUCH OATH AND TAKE SUCH
TESTIMONY .

AT THE REQUEST OF THE JUDGMENT HOLDER, THE COURT FURTHER
FINDS THAT THE ASSETS HEARINGS WERE CONDUCTED FOR THE PURPOSE OF
TRACING ASSETS OWNED BY THE DEFENDANT SO THAT LEVY COULD BE MADE
ON ANY ASSETS OWNED BY THE DEFENDANT OR TRANSFERRED BY HIM WITHOUT
CONSIDERATION TO AVOID LEVY THEREON IN SATISFACTION OF THEIR
JUDGMENT. THEREFORE, WHETHER DEFENDANT OWNED THE 1,000 SHARES OF
READING & BATES STOCK FROM, ON OR BEFORE JANUARY 22, 1969, UNTIL
THE JUDGMENT WAS SATISFIED, AND THE INFORMATION AS TO DEFENDANT'S
ASSETS THAT COULD BE DISCOVERED AND TRACED FROM COPIES OF DEFENDANT'S
1969 AND 1070 PERSONAL INCOME TAX RETURNS WERE, THE COURT HOLDS
AS A MATTER OF LAW, MATERIAL TO THE PURPOSES OF THE ASSETS HEARINGS
HELD oN May 19, 1971, anp June 16, 1971, WHEREIN THE PERJURY OF
DEFENDANT IS ALLEGED TO HAVE CCCURRED.

FURTHER, WIT.. REGARD TO COUNT I THE COURT FINDS THAT THE
GOVERNMENT HAS SHOWN THAT THERE WERE STATEMENTS MADE BY THIS
DEFENDANT, UNDER OATH, AT HIS CIVIL TRIAL AND IN THE ASSET HEARING
WHICH WERE CONFLICTING. HoweveRr, THE COURT IS NOT CONVINCED BEYOND
REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE GOVERNMENT HAS PROVED THAT THOSE CONFLICTING
STATEMENTS IN THE ASSETS HEARINGS WERE DELIBERATELY"FALSE STATEMENTS;
TH1S COURT FINDS THAT SUCH CONFLICTING TESTIMONY WAS THE RESULT OF
DEFENDANT'S HONEST MISTAKE THAT HE HAD ONLY POSSESSION OF THE STOCK
CERTIFICATE, AND NO PERSONAL RIGHTS IN THE STOCK ITSELF; AND THAT
THE SEFENDANT'S ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS PROPOUNDED TO HIM WERE
IN HIS BELIEF LITERALLY ACCURATE AND TECHNICALLY RESPONSIVE, AND
THEREFORE NOT WILLFUL, OR KNOWINGLY FALSE.



IN REGARD TO CounT II OF THE INDICTMENT, IT APPEARS THAT
DEFENDANT'S STATEMENT IN THE ASSETS HEARING THAT THE 1969 anp 1970
PERSONAL INCOME TAX RETURN CO2IES, TURNED OVER AT THE HEARING
AND THERE STATED BY THE DEFENDANT, UNDER OATH, TG BE DUPLICATES OF
THE ONES FILED WITH THE INTERNAL REVENUE, AND PREPARED AT THE SAME
TIME WITH THOSE FILED, WERE NOT SUCH DUPLICATES SO PREPARED,
HowevER, THE COURT FINDS THAT SUCH STATEMENT AS TO THE TIME THE
COPIES WERE PREPARED AND THZIR BEING EXACT DUPLICATES IS OF SUCH A
TRIVIAL NATURE THAT IT IS IMMATERIAL TO THE HEARING. THE COURT
FINDS THAT THE INFORMATION MATERIAL TO THE HEARING, AS WAS REFLECTED
IN THE COPIES OF INCOME TAX RETURNS, WAS NOT INFGRMATION BELIEVED
TO BE FALSE BY THE DEFENDANT WHEN HE TESTIFIED, I.E., THE INFORMATION
IN THE TAX RETURN COPIES WAS BELIEVED BY THE DEFENDANT WHEN HE GAVE
HIS TESTIMONY TO BE AN ACCURATE REFLECTION OF THE INFORMATION ON
THE ONES FILED, THEREFORE, HE DID NOT WILLFULLY MAKE A FALSE
STATEMENT AS TO INFORMATION MATERIAL TO THE HEARING.,

THE COURT FINDS THAT THE ESSENCE OF PERJURY IS THE BELIEF
OF THE WITNESS CONCERNING THE VERACITY OF HIS TESTIMONY, AND FROM
“THE EVIDENCE BEFORE THE COURT, THE COURT FINDS THAT THE DEFENDANT
DURING THE ASSETS HEARINGS, TESTIFIED TRULY IN ACCORDANCE WITH HIS
UNDERSTANDING, AND HIS TESTIMCNY WAS NOT INTENTIONALLY CORRUPT.

THE ESSENTIAL ELEMENT OF THE CRIME OF PERJURY, THAT THE FALSE
STATEMENT BE WILLFULLY MADE AS TO FACTS MATERIAL TO THE HEARING,
NOT HAVING BEEN PROVED BEYOND RZASONABLE DOUBT, THE COURT FINDS
THE DEFENDANT NOT GUILTY AS TO BOTH CounTs ONE AND Two OF THE
INDICTMENT,

THE BOND IS TO BE RETURNED AND THE DEFENDANT RELEASED
FORTHWITH.

IT IS SO ORDERED 1n opEN COURT THIS 2nD DAY OF FiarcH, 1972.

< <
.. o “E / W
W Cgéu (A et ST

UNTTED. STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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JUDGMENT AND CRDER O’A'OHlON (Revised Dce. '64) Cr. Form No, 101
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Tnited States District Court MAR {1972
FORTIE o
I H. PUL, Gierl
NORTHEWT DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA UmSf NDIQTF;!E]% éﬂlﬂkT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
v. No. 72-CR-40

RUBOLF TRoVING

On this 1st day of March , 19 78, came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared in person, and’ with counsel, Robert Butler.

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant upon his plea of* guilty, and the Court being satis-

fied there is a factual basis for the piea,

has been convicted of the offense of having violated T. 8, U.S.C., 1324(2)(4), in that
on or about January 24, 1972, he did willfully and in violaticn of law transport

and move b% means of a motor vehicle from g point near Lagle Pass, Texas, to a
(S near
rict of Oklahoma, in the Horthern District

oint on t cast end of the Will Ro%ers Turnpike, Ottawa Countiy, Cklizhoma
ilami, Oklahoma, in the Northern Dis

of Cklahoma, certsin persons, knowing that they were in the United States llleg-

ally and xnowing their last éentry occurred less than three years prior thereto
. v 3

as charged in Counts One through Eleven #it:¢Rasiedx of the Information.
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no suflicient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the court,

IT Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is gulty as charged and convicted.

It Is ADJUDGED* that the Imposition of sentence in Counts One through

mleven is hereby suspended and that the defendant is placed on probation for a

period of Five (5) years from this date, as t0 each count, concurrently.

1T LS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the defendant, Rudolf Trevino, is to help

in reimbursing the people set out in the Information.
United States District Court )

Northern District of Okxlahowma) =B

I hereby ce-tifvy trat the foregoing

is a true copy of the oricinal on file
in this Court.

Joi25H. Poei Clerk

It Is FunrtiER ORDERED that during the period of probation thB ¥ ot himself
as a law-abiding, industvious citizen and observe such conditions of probat%PE@Yhe Court may pre-
scribe. Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court's orders.

IT Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk del.ver three certified copies of this judgment and order to
the probation officer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the defendant by the probation
officer. T - R

s

- o 1
Lpproved as to foran: 07,
- oy ‘-‘f”;"i el
i \ —— \ "r‘,, - B v e e i o e o e e e e R e
v\ \ l NP /B United States District Judge.
Vo AAL . (e
ER - - . . B .
. SR Tt A R N PR i -
> o Lo oy B = 5 = I : LTIy
Z3en F. b&‘hef, 550 J.b.ﬂuty. ______________ o AP
Clerk,

1 In‘-f“l'l l'"i*:- e ol .m‘.n:wl.]. counsel” or “without counsel; the court advised the defendant of his right to counsel und asked him
\\‘h(‘lhr‘:'“..c Cronee e ave vaddbiid appointed by the courd, and the defendunt thereupon stuted that he waived the pight <o the assistance of
eolitind,

L A S N e HE ST ':'in- court bedng sntsficd there s oo fuciual basls for the ples” (2) “not guilty, and vewndict of guilty,” (3) “not
guity, and & onoia of iy or () nole contemdere,” wy the case may be.

¥ Insert L oceanb U odnier O reguired,

o r seniete G P el wat exeenition stspended, and probation oedered, enter here (1) senience or senlenoes, specifving counts if any,

{2) whether e e e e vonvurrently or consecutively, wnd i consecutively, when cach term is Lo begin with reJeceaee to termination

of preceding e . wt vodinge o0 unserved senlence, {3 whether defendant i to bhe further imprisoned until parmest of fine or
int

fines amil e soia ol

wose dischurged provided by aow, (4) the faets reinsding the suspension of the sentence or =entences and

(H) the porisi o) ooahs
IIf AeRTEnec L su e sed el peobidion ordered, enter here the fullowing: "The  pupesition of sentence is  hereby suspensled and  the
defendant is Plucee on pevbintion for a perivd of years from this ddate”

FPI MI—5-25.70.-50M-4854




